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EXAMINER'S ANSWER 

This is in response to the appeal brief filed on 11/20/2002. 

(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

A statement identifying the related appeals and interferences which will directly 
affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the decision in the pending appeal 
is contained in the brief. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of the claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection 
contained in the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Invention 

The summary of invention contained in the brief is correct. 
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(6) Issues 

The appellant's statement of the issues in the brief is correct. 

(7) Grouping of Claims 

Claims 1-21. 

(8) Claims Appealed 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix A to the brief is 
correct. 

(9) Prior Art of Record 

6,125,401 Hurasetal. 09-2000 

(10) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

1. Claims 1-21 are rejected under U.S. Code § 102 (e) as being anticipated by- 
Huras et al. (Huras) patent no. 6,125,401. 

2. As to claim 1, Huras teaches the invention as claimed, including a method of 
handling a network connection, the network connection including a client-to-server 
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channel and a server-to-client channel (col. 4 line 39 - col. 8 line 66), the method 
comprising: 

examining local server information to determine whether the client-to-server 
channel is still established (Abstract; col. 7 line 57 - col. 8 line 21 ); and 

aborting response preparation to a client request if the client-to-server channel is 
determined to be no longer established (Abstract; col. 7 line 57 - col. 8 line 67). 

3. As to claims 2-7, Huras teach the state of the server-to-client channel is inferred 
after reading from client-to-server channel; a read buffer is being used to determine 
whether the client-to-server channel is still established; specific state of the connection 
is determined by examining local information in the server, "CLOSE_WAIT" state, ~ 
interrupt. In addition, Huras teaches that polling is being used despite of some 
disadvantages (col. 1 lines 43-55, col. 4 line 39 - col. 8 line 66). 

4. Claims 8-21 have similar limitations as claims 1-7; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale. 

(11) Response to Argument 

(A) Applicant argued that the prior art of record does not teach or suggest a 
server that aborts response preparation to a client request if a client-to-server channel is 
determined to be no longer established. 
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As to Point (A), Huras teaches a service provider computer (computer 100, figure 
1) for use in a client-server system that can detect abnormal termination of a client 
process (client process 140 or 150, figure 1). The service provider computer can test 
condition of a flag (flag 242 or 252, figure 1), and terminate resources (interprocess 
communication resources 200 or 210, figure 1) allocated to the client process if the flag 
is not set. Moreover, Huras teaches server process terminate resources allocated to 
client process to free up system resources if determined that client process has been 
terminated because of any reason (Abstract; col. 7 line 57 - col. 8 line 67; specifically 
col. 8 lines 59-67 ). 



For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
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